O RARDITY RMAT ~
' " ?*:il.‘ﬁ 1 PO ._ﬂu.)‘.il 8 C

Q 44A-1.A-119954

\ ’ R

|

- SUB A FD302's

| B - Investigation by Outside Agencies
C - Medical Records 2
D
E

|

- News Clippings

- Public Correspondence
Fl- Ted J. Briseno , :
F2- Stacey C. Koon : \
F3- Laurence M. Powell
F4- Timothy Wind |
G - Police Interveiws FD302's ‘
H - Financial Matters '
I - Subpoenas Lo
J - Grand Jury Transcripts i
K - Garrity FD302's \
- Qe\&\)a,\\(:e- 3025




o ®

Memorandum '
To SAC, Los Angeles (44A-LA-119954) (P) Date §/19/92

b6
From :  gA (AP-1/CRP) b7C

Subject: LAURENCE M. POWELL, ET AL., OFFICERS, R
LOS ANGELES (CA) POLICE DEPARTMENT;
RODNEY GLEN KING, AKA - VICTIM;
CIVIL RIGHTS;
00: LOS ANGELES

It is requested that a subfile be opened titled,
"GARRITY FD-302"., This subfile will contain FD-302s which
contain garrity material.
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Date of transcription

with the Department
of Information Services, having been contacted at his office at
200 North Main Street, Los Angeles, California, was made aware of
the official identity of the interviewing Agent and informed at
the outset that the investigation involved allegations of
misconduct by officers of the LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT and

the arrest of RODNEY KING the subsequent trial of particular
officers in that arrest. more fully identified himself as
having Social Security Number | | date of bhirth | |

and as having been a
KIS0 present during the interview wasDe:arEment of Justice

Attorney| | Thereafter provided information
regarding his involvement in the trial o he police officers in
the KING case.

He indicated that he was called as an expert to
interpret computer language in the trial. 1In this connection he
talked to a District Attorney about the log tape which was a
relevant issue that he addressed at trial. Prior to the trial,
he was not contacted by any party on either side of the case.
Further, prior to trial, while he did see television accounts of
the case and sometimes read the LOS ANGELES TIMES which talked
about certain aspects of the case, he did not pay particular
attention to the defendant’s side of the case or the government’s
side of the case. Particularly, he was unable to recall ever
reading the defendant’s side of the story and accordingly he did
not have any knowledge of the defendant’s side of the story from
either newspapers or television.

He recalled that he read some parts of the Christopher
Commission Report relating to the general operations of the LOS
ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT and particularly the RODNEY KING
matter; however, that did not effect his views of the case or
testimony he provided in the case.

Further,[:::]indicated that while there was quite a bit
of publicity surrounding the case, it did not affect his views or
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his testimony in any manner and he believed he was able to
maintain a more or less neutral position in this case.

further indicated that he neither viewed anything
or read anything prior to the trial that had any influence on his
testimony or his thinking about the case. Further, he believed
that he was able to maintain a neutral position in the case
because he did not know the defendant’s version of the events
until the trial. As to any newspaper accounts of the defendant’s
position in the case or their side of the case, he was unable to
recall ever reading anything in the LOS ANGELES TIMES or any
other publication in this regard.
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rhayina_beoh contacted at her residence.l

home telephone |was nade
aware of the official identify of the iInterviewing Agent and
nature of the investigation. Thereafter, provided
information regarding her involvement in the investigation and
trial of RODNEY KING. Also present during the interview was
Department of Justice Attorney

indicated that as a |
hat she has responsibility ror | |

L‘] | in the communications
unit. At the outset,]| explained that she had a limited role
as a witness in the trial of officers charged with misconduct in
the arrest of RODNEY KING. She was in effect called as an expert
witness to explain communications pertinent to that trial. She
also disseminated materials relating to communications and sent
those materials to both local authorities as well as the FEDERAL
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI). She indicated that her testimony
related mainly to explaining car to car messages that were
pertinent to the trial. She indicated that beyond her testimony
as an expert witness that she did not provide any opinion as to
any other facts at issue in the case and she had not formed any
particular opinions beyond the area of her expertise.

To the question of what she had seen or heard regarding
the RODNEY KING case prior to trial, she indicated that she
watched the trial on television on Channel 11, that prior to the
trial she read newspaper accounts but did not read the Los
ANGELES TIMES. Further. she did see the video which was commonly
referred to as thsg Video Tape. She does not believe she
ever heard any version of the case as expressed by RODNEY KING
and she indicated that any knowledge she had of the defendant-
officers version of the case came from watching television
reporting. Further, she believed that any knowledge she had of
the defendant-officer’s version of the case was gained
exclusively from the television media.

Investigationon ~ 5=4-92 aLos Angeles, Californiarwie# 44A-LA-119954 »kﬁéﬁ
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To the question of whether she was familiar with the
Christopher Commission Report, she responded that she had read
the report as had many other people who work for the city of Los
Angeles. She recalled that a few chapters covered the KING case

but she did not recall reading the officer’s view of the case as b6
expressed in this report. Further, she did not recall any b7C
particular office-based discussion of the case. She indicated

that they and fellow workers) did not sit around and

discuss, G@bate, or draw any conclusions regarding this case.

She recalled that any contact she had with Internal

Affairs or Defense Attorneys involved in the criminal proceedings
involved her are f expertise in communications and not any area
beyond that. | indicated that she was unable to recall
having read or having seen anything prior to her testimony that
had any influence on her testimony at the trial. Further, she
did not read any of the defendant-officer’s accounts of the
incident in the LOS ANGELES TIMES and she did not know the

defendant’s story regarding the incident until she saw it on the
Channel 11 news.
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b6

I havinag b
een bC

contacted Wﬁl
was made aware of the official i1dentity of
the 1nterviewing Agent and at the outset was made aware that the
investigation involved allegations of misconduct of Los Angeles
police officers in the arrest of RODNEY KING. Thereafter
provided information regarding his involvement in the KING case
as an expert witness. Also present during the interview was

Department of Justice Attorney

The interview commenced with more fully[:::::::]

i ifying himself by providing SociaI Seécurity Number
and by indicating that he can be contacted at his residence
at He provided his work telephone number as

indicated that his b6
job is to maintain and repalr communlications equipment for the b7C
LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT. He has been in this job for .
roughly | [and he maintains mobile digital

communications equipment as well as other related equipment. He

further indicated that his testimony in the KING case was limited

to providing technical information on the operation of equipment.

| |indicated that he previously had been contacted
by | an Investigator with the 1LOS ANGELES COUNTY
DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE. Also, he had been contacted by
officials of LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT’s Internal Affairs
Division. He indicated that he fully cooperated by providing
information regarding his area of expertise. He recalled that he
talked to them about the operation of mobile digital
communications and that they only met for a couple of minutes.
He indicated that he did not talk about the KING case and did not
render an opinion beyond the area of his expertise.

articularly, he gave information regarding time stamping of the
Fape and did not have any relevant information beyond
This involving the incident in gquestion.

Investigationon ~ 5—4-92 a Los Angeles, CaliforniaFrie# 44A-LA-119954 "K'.g b6
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He indicated that he did see the video after it came
out in the media. He indicated that he was unfamiliar with and
had never read anything about the officers versions of the case
prior to the trial of the case. He indicated that he did learn
their version of the case through the trial.

He gained some general understanding and knowledge of
the Christopher Commission Report by reading it and getting an
overview of the problems it addressed; however, he only read the

opening summary of the KING case in the Christopher Commission
Report.

indicated that he was unable to recall ever

seeing, reading, or hearing anything that had any influence on
the testimony that he gave at the trial involving allegation of
misconduct of the police officers. Further, he indicated that he
did not read anything about defendant’s side of the case in the
LOS ANGELES TIMES.

b6
b7C

bé
b7C




=

N - “ “

FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-82)

-

-1 -

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

5/12/92

Date of transcription

|Date of Birth| | Los
Angeles Police Department (LAPD), Police Service Representative
(PSR), 200 North Main Street, P-4, Los Angeles, California 90012,

telephone number | |was contacted by Special Agent

(sa) [and Department of Justice (DOJ)
Attornev| advised his home agdregﬁ is

telephone number |
following information:

khereafter provided the

| lhas been a PSR (or Dispatcher) with thc—:r;L;ABQ___I

for] | He is currently working the

typed comments into the
computerized system ror the incident involving RODNEY KING to
dispatch the pursuit, record street locations, and request units.
| hdvised that this took place about ten minutes before he

was due to get off work. He thoTahI_it_maT a standard procedure

incident until the last comment. went to work the next
day and someone asked who worked the night before. His co-
workers told him the incident was for CABLE NEWS NETWORK (CNN).

After h ideotape on the news, two of his Supervisors,
who ars interviewed him and did an initial report for
the Captain. ly that report went to Robbery/Homicide
Division butl |was not interviewed by the Internal Affairs
Division. i

dvised that he w iewed before the
trial by Assistant District Attorney and his

investigator, name unrecalled.

[ lwas first exposed to the defendants’ side of
the story when he heard bits and pieces of their testimony at the
trial. ead part of the "Christopher Commission Report"
regarding two messages, which he sent. [::f:;;::]reads the
newspaper, but he does not recall reading either the defendants’
or RODNEY KING’s version of what happened during the arrest on

March 3, 1992. atched television, but he does not
remember how the defendants’ explained what happened during the

3

Investigationon _ 5/4/92 2 _Los Angeles, Californigie# 44A-LA-119954 'kbu%
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Date of Birtﬂ Los
|

| 200 North Main Street, P-4,
Los Angeles, California 90012, telephone number | |

was contacted by Special Agent (SA)] [and
Department of Justice (DOJ) Attornevl] ]

rovided his home address as |
| Itelephone nunmber pager
ter being advised or the ldencities of

the interviewing officlals, and the nature of the investigation,
he provided the following information:

| has been an LAPD sworn Officer for| |
| rjie has been assidned as the | |
| He was not the |

| [ The individual who was the l
[

the LAPD.

advised that he followed the RODNEY KING
investigatTrom TIOsely by reading the Los Angeles Times ne per,
daily, and he also saw news coverage on television—J—————%ffﬁas
not read the defendants statements in any report. was not
interviewed by the LAPD Internal Affairs Division. was

r_;gpggyigmgg_by Robbery/Homicide Division Detectives| |]and
This interview took place right before the RODNEY
KING trial in state court.

[::::::]said he learned RODNEY KING’s side of what
happened on 1991 through the news media and by watching
the trial. earned the four defendant officers’
explanation of the incident by watching the trial, through he
television and newspaper coverage and through people talking
about the trial.

After was approached by the Robbery/Homicide
Detectives, he was called by the District Attorney’s Office and
he played the tapes for thenmn.

b6

b6
b7C

b6
b7C

b6
b7C

b7C
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advised he_re "
commission Report". Since
he watched the frial coverage on television,
—cranmner II, FOX NEWS. did not have discussions with
witnesses. He went. to the courthouse daily since he was called
as a witness. He listened to the opening arguments by the b6
attorneys and they laid out each side of the case. He heard the b7C
defense was that the officers were in fear of their lives. He
had seen the videotape, which showed officers standing around
KING and the defendants with their arms crossed watching the
beating. The defense bothered him because it did not appear to
him that the officers were in danger.

ndvised that his testimony was minute and his
testimony was not influenced by what he knew about the defense.

advised that the tapes contained derogatory
messages Sent back and forth between officers that night. He
said they laughed on tape when they asked for an ambulance for a
victim of a beating (KING).
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assigned to Valley Traffic
Division, LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT, having been contacted at
his place of work at 6240 Sylmar Avenue, Van Nuys, California,
was made aware at the onset of the official identity of the
interviewing Agent. Ther=after, | [vas informed that
the investigation involved allegations of misconduct of officers
of the LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT in the arrest of RODNEY KING
and the subsequent charging of RODNEY KING. Also present during
the interview was the Department of Justice Attorney

b6
b7C

indicated that he had a very limited

role in i olice report filed in the RODNEY KING
arrest. indicated that while working as a

|that in fact he did review the

felony evadind case that was called in by the two arresting
officers to |with the
Valley Traffic Division.

further indicated that he -stands by his bé
testimony and the record that has been established in this case b7cC
as to his involvement in the processing of the case against

RODNEY KING for felony evading. Further, he recalled that

roughly a week or so after the incident that he went before the

grand jury. He indicated that his grand jury testimony which he

provided on March 12, 1991, along with the police report which he
reviewed constituted the great majority of knowledge and

information that he had akcut this case.

After appearing before the grand jury on March 12,
1991, | ftalked to Internal Affairs regarding this
incident. He indicated that in his conversation with Internal
Affairs that he was providing information to them but they were
not disclosing information to him; particularly, they did not
discuss any statements of the involved parties and he did not ask
questions in that area.

Investigationon 5=5-92 aLos Angeles, Californiarie# 44A-LA-119954—&;f69
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bé
b7C

Beyond his grand jury testimony and the police report
mentioned above, gained some information by
reading the LOS ANGELES TIMES; however, he knew that he would be
a witness in this case and not wishing to compromise the case by
making himself less than neutral, he did not particularly attend
to the newspaper accounts of the case. Further, he does not
recall any particular story that was run in the LOS ANGELES TIMES
that related to the incident in question.

indicated that he was familiar somewhat
with the Christopher Commission Report which in part addressed
the RODNEY KING case. He indicated that he did not read anything
in the Commission Report about the KING case.

indicated that he believed he remained
neutral and above the influence of the publicity which surrounded
the KING case and that he was not influenced in any way by such
publicity. Particularly, he was certain that he based his
testimony and formed his conclusions about the case based on the
objective facts presented in the arrest report and the grand jury
testimony he provided. Further, when he testified at the trial
he relied exclusively on those two sources and he reviewed his
grand jury testimony prior to testifying.

He recalled that he also spoke td |

14
regarding the PCP angle of the case. He_indicated that

1d him that he was considering using him
in the capacity of an expert witness to tesTify repardina

drug intoxication. [recalled that attorney

later decided to use another individual who had better training
and was more recognized in the area of drug intoxication as an
expert witness.

indicated that he would be available in
the future to provide additional information to explain his prior
testimony in criminal proceedings in the KING case and that he
would rely on that record and stand by the record in the future.
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Serial Number Los
Angeles Police Department (LAPD), Robbery/Homicide Division
(RHD) ,, 150 North Los Angeles Stree Room 221 _Tos Angeles,

California 90012, tel was contacted
by Special Agent (SA)I ___?:::jﬁﬁa_ﬁépartment of
Justice (DOJ) Attorney After being advised of
the official identities of the interviewing officials and the
nature of the investigation] [was thereafter interviewed in
the presence of] | provided the

following information:

[ baviced he has been a Police Officer with the LAPD
for| His current assignment is Detective on
RHD, and this squad is composed of experienced Detectives who are
assigned to all major cases, as well as any case involving
criminal allegations against an LAPD Police Officer. A complaint
against an Officer is written on a 181, Personnel Complaint form.
In the RODNEY KING case, a 181 Personnel Complaint was received
by the Supervisor at the Foothill Division, LAPD. RODNEY KING’s
brother was the person who complained to the Foothill Division.

About one-half hour before the tape of the RODNEY KING
incident was shown on Channel 5, the television station notified
LAPD they were going to air the tape. 1Internal Affairs Division
(IAD) became involved in an investigation immediately. About
thirty (3) hours after the IAD started investigating, the RHD
began an investigation. IAD gave RHD a list of witnesses and
deferred first priority to RHD so that a criminal investigation
could be conducted prior to the IAD investigation. IAD also gave
RHD RODNEY KING’s blood and urine samples and the Crime Report.

met the District Attorney representative and they
interviewed RODNEY KING in jail. ried to interview nurses
at the hospital, but they were uncooperative. On March 6, 1991,
RHD had gathered enough evidence to present a criminal case to
the District Attorney’s Office. The District Attorney took over
the case at that time and RHD did not do much further
investigation on the case.

Investigation on 5/5/92 at Los Angeles, Californidile # 44A—LA—119954'Kf1
by SA Datedictated 5/7/92
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Assistant District Attorney wanted each
Officer at the scene of the incident to be interviewed. Each

Officer was advised of his/her Miranda Rights and each had a
Police League Representative present during questioning. All
Officers declined to be interviewed. IAD interviewed each
Officer in the presence of a Representative. All Officers at the
scene were exposed to compelled statements, because the IAD
released the investigation to each Officer as a routine procedure
before a hearing was held, so they have an opportunity to make a
Skelly response.

b6
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bé
I ' b7C

| Idate of birthl

_ | California, phone number | |/, was contacted
by Special Agent (SA) | and Assistant United
States Attorney (AUSA — | provided his
home address asl | phone
number | and his social security number as
[ | After being advised of the identity of the interviewing
officials, and the nature of the interview, he provided the
following information:

advised that he took the f£ilm of the incident
involving RODNEY KING on March 3, 1991 to KTLA (channel 5) news.
He stated he took _the film to the news station the very next day
(March 4, 1991). | ladvised that the District Attorney
first made contact with him on March 5, 1991. He further advised
that he spoke to the District Attorney’s Office on three or four
separate occasions regarding the filming of the incident and how
the film came about.

stated he did not follow the trial or the
investigation of the incident involving KING and the LAPD. He

advised he watches the news infrequently and rarely reads the

news paper. | |stated he did not know the Police Officers
version of what happened on the night of March 3, 1991. He also bé
stated he did not know the officers names except for Officer b7cC
Powell. He advised he has not read anything in connection with

the Christopher Commission Report.

advised that he spoke to the defense
attorney’s when they came to his apartment to take pictures from
his balcony. This was the only time he spoke to the defense
attorney, the defense attorney did not show him any documents.

Investigation on 5/6/92 aa Los Angeles, Californiaie# 44A-LA-119954 ’K%
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Oon Mav 6. 1992, Detective]| | pate of b6
Birth| | Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD), b7C
Internal Affairs Division (IAD), 150 Los Angeles Street, Los
Angeles, California 90012, telephone number (213)485-4151, was
contacted by Special Agent (SA) bnd
Department of Justice (DOJ) Attornevl lwas
interviewed in the presence of
advised he normally works at the Van Nuys satellite office, 5230
Sylmar Van Nuys, California, telephone number (818)989-
8237. [if;fff:]has been on the LAPD for r and he

has worked 1n IAD fonr

advised that he was involved in taking
compelled statements of officers involved in the RODNEY KING
arrest. The procedure followed by IAD is that when a complaint
against an Officer is received, it is assigned either to an area
office or to IAD to be investigated. Cases of more serious
allegations or which require a long term investigation are
investigated by IAD, and the KING arrest fit into that category.
pdvised that if an Officer is reasonably suspected of b6
being involved in criminal activity, the Robbery/Homicide b7C
Division (RHD) conducts a separate investigation. IAD has the
ability to take a compelled statement from an Officer and their
case is bifurcated from the RHD criminal investigation. IAD
guards the compelled statements and any information they acquire
during their investigation. advised that Officers are
permitted to have an employee representative present during the
interview. The LAPD policy is that IAD investigators share
information on a right to know/need to know basis. The
information gathered in an IAD interview is kept confidential
like personnel records and medical records. In the Foothill
investigation the supervisor would have had access to the
information, and approximately five of the twelve IAD
investigators had access.

After the investigation is complete, it is sent to the

Chief’s Office for review. In the Foothill case, | | who
Investigation on 8/6/92 at Tos Andgeles, Californi&ie# 44A-1A-119954 "k-"q '
bé
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[_mnnld_haye seen the report/compelled statements was| | bé

Next, the officer’s commanding Officer or Captailn b7C
received a copy for a determination of the investigation. At

this stage it is classified "sustained', "unfounded",

"exhonorated", or "not sustained". The Captain makes

recommendation and then it goes to the Bureau.

The Officer is given a copy of the entire investigation
and given a chance to make a response. This is called a Skelly
response. The Officer has five days to respond to the findings.
In the KING case, all twenty-four (24) Officers were ordered to
have a Board of Rights Hearing. 1In this case, the investigations
were given to Officers for Skelly responses on April 16, 1991.
After verbatim excerpts appeared in the newspaper on April 17,
1991, a gag order was issued by Judge KAMINS on April 30, 1991.

The employee representatives who hear the accused
Officer’s compelled statements are ordered not to discuss the
statement with anyone. provided a copy of a Personnel bé
Complaint Flow Chart, which 1s attached to this communication. b7cC




a flow chart depicting the basic processing of an incoming personnel complaint, 1.81, through closecut.
slude statute cases, shootings/firearm discharges, Preventable Traffic Accidents,

b

PERSONNEL COMPLAINT FLOW CHART

Exceptions to the basic processing
and Special Investigations.
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assigned to the Northeast
Station, 3353 San Fernando Rd., Los Angeles, California, having
been contacted at his place of work at the beginning of his work
shift, was made aware of the official identity of the
interviewing agent and nature of the investigation. Thereafter,
he provided information relating to his involvement in the trial
of the officers charged with misconduct in the arrest of RODNEY
KING. Also present during the interview was Department of
Justice Attorney| |

At the outset, he was informed that the prosecutive
decisions in this federal case had not been made and that a
federal assessment of the merits of prosecution were ongoing.

To the question of wheather he had closely followed
newspaper, TV, and other forms of media reporting of the KING
matter, he responded that he did not monitor those sources of
information, that he believes he maintained a neutral an unbiased
approach to the case and his testimony by avoiding those and
other kinds of media reporting of this matter.

While he did not ignore the Christopher Commission
Report that emerged after the case in question, particularly
those portions about the KING matter, he was unable to recall any
part that revealed the officers views or story relating to the
arrest in question.

His testimony at trial was based on the limited direct
dealings he had with the officers, particularly, the training in
the use of the baton and his memory of the pertinent events the
day of the arrest in question. Secondly, his testimony at all
stages of the criminal proceedings was guided by the statement he
gave the district attorney just after the arrest. Further, his
neutral position was not compromised by his contacts with
internal affairs or the district attorneys office since they did
not disclose any information they compiled in contacts with any
party, including the officers.

Investigationon ~ May 6, 1992 a Los Angeles, Californidite# 44A—119954’k?'MD

by SA Date dictated Ma‘y 6, 1992
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In terminating the interview, he added that he would be
vigilant and avoid any contact or involvement with any source or
media reporting that might compromise his position as a neutral
person in the above detailed matter.
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b6

| urrently assigned to the North b7C

Hollywood Station a formerly an assistant watch
commander with the Foothill Station, having been contacted
telephonically at his above place of work at (818) 989-882, was
made aware of the official identity of the interviewing agent and
nature of .the investigation. Thereafter, he indicated that he
had a limited involvement in the criminal proceedings surrounding
the charges of misconduct of LA police officers in the arrest of
RODNEY KING. He also stated at the outset that he may elect to
talk to an attorney before detailing his role in the case
mentioned above.

He was the| on
the daywatch when the arrest occurred. He substantiated that he
was an identification witness for the prosecution at trial.

Prior to trial, he viewed the pertinent evidence and identified
the involved officers. He knew all of the officers that were the
major figures in the alleged misconduct so he was able to fully
identify themn.

He denied any effect of media coverage of the case in
shaping his thinking of the case. Further, he has maintained a
neutral position which is above compromise by reporting in the
newspapers, TV, and by rumor or discussion by fellow employees
at work. .

Investigationon ~_5/7 /92 st Los Angeles,California Fie# 44A-119954‘K’[l ‘

by
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currently assigned to the
LA Police Department’s North Hollywood Station, 11480 Tiara,

North Hollvwood, Cali cted at the office of his
attorne

Encino, California. Thereafter, in the presence of his attorney,
having been made aware of the official identity of the
interviewing agent and nature of the investigation, he provided
information relating to his involvement in the trial of officers
charged with misconduct in the arrest of RODNEY KING. Also
present during the interview was Department of Justice Attorney

At the outset, he was informed that the prosecutive
decisions in this federal case had not been made and that a
federal assessment of the merits of prosecution were ongoing.

| Iadvised that his attorney,
represents him in all legal matters iInvolving the arrest
of RODNEY KING

He recalled that when KING was arrested he
was on duty and was | He indicated that
within a couple of weeks of the incident and alleged misconduct
of the arresting officers, that he provided statements to both
the District Attorney and to Internal Affairs. He indicated that
he stands by those statements which reflect his memory of the
incj is entries into the watch log, Sgt. Koon’s log, and
hisi itape and record of the DA’s interview. His
exposure to rumors following the case was non-existent since
within 5 days of the arrest in question he relocated to another
assignment and station. He also noted that he was unfamiliar

with the Foothill people since he was only on duty for 3 days
prior to the arrest.

He indicated that he has not read the Christopher
Commission Report. Further, while it is hard to avoid newspaper
and TV reporting, his neutral position and view of the case

Investigation on 5/7/92 a Los Angeles, Californidile# 44A-119954/k_,g'

by

SA Date dictated 5/7/92
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remains uncompromised and unchanged notwithstanding extensive
media reporting of the events and trial.

1 b6
He indicated that although Attorney one of b7C
. neys for one of the charged officers, tried to shape
testimony to conform to the story favorable to his client
resistedthis factic and stayed with his memory of the events.
He stated that attempted to tell him what to say, such as "I

need you to say this. while threatening "it will go better for you
if you cooperate." He resisted hearing the officers side of the case
and his neutrality as a witness was not compromised.
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Detective| | Date of Birthl |

Serial Number| |Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD),

RoODbbery/Homicide Division (RHD), 150 North Los Angeles Street,
Room 321, Los Angeles, California 90012, telephone number

213)485-2129, was contacted by Special Agent (S3A) | ]
ind Department of Justice (DOJ) Attorney
After

eing advised of the idéntities of the intervriewrimy
officials and the nature of the investigation, provided the
following information:

I:Ihas been_on the TAPD for
years and he has serve |]in RHD.
was involved in the criminal investigation of the officers
accused of beating RODNEY KING. He was

with Assistant District Attorney (ADA)
During the early part of the investigationm,
brought up the issue of contamination with regard to compelle
statements of the officers. is aware that compelled
statements are off-limits to him as a criminal investigator, and
he did not read any of the interviews the officers had with
Internal Affairs Division (IAD). advised this is RHD'’s
normal practice, and they do that to protect their own case.

advised that he does browse through the Los
Angeles Times newspaper, but he did not read the article(s) which
contained officer’s statements. [::;;::Pdvised he did not read
the "Christopher Commission’s Report™.

.

said RHD received a witness list from IAD
containing names of both officers and civilians on the first day
of the investigation. This list was not a product of compelled

statements, but it was a list of who was present th:;;fjff}Of

March 3, 1991 at the site of RODNEY KING’s arrest. dvised
that he attended some interviews of witnesses with

inteﬁtiffffj& Those interviews were tape recorded by IAD, and

afte as finished asking the witness questions, he left
the interview and the interviewer from IAD conducted a separate
interview.

Investigationon _ 5/7/92 at 1L.os Angeles, Californidil# 44A-LA-119954‘¥5425

by

SA Date dictated 5/9/92
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advised that ADA| |told RHD to order igc
some officers to be interviewed. Those ordered in were not
subjects of the case, but bystander officers. The two last names
he recalled were| pent depositions of

individuals to RHD, butE::::::Pid not remember who the subjects
were, nor did he read them.
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| |University of
Southern California - Los Angeles County (USC-LAC) Medical
Center, 1200 N. State Street, phone 213-226-2622, ext. 6667, was
interviewed. Also present duming_;hg_in;gxyifw was_Assistant
United States Attorney (AUSA) AUSA
conducted the interview, and advised that he may be
called upon to testify as a witness In a civil rights trial

regarding officerg of the l.os Angeles Police Department (LAPD),
and RODNEY KING. provided the following background:

first saw KING at about 6:00am, on 3/4/91, at
USC-LAC. He said that he was just coming on duty, and he was
infarmad by a nurse that there was a new patient, meaning KING.

conducted a 30 minute evaluation of KING. From that

time on, he had no contact with KING. He said that King was

passed along to the charge of the next doctor on duty,

| |said that his recollection of his evaluation
of KING is the same now that it was when he testified previously.

reviewed his reports of the patient, KING, prior to his
estimony, and said that his notes were very complete, in his
opinion.

said that the next time he heard of any
information regarding the patient, KING, was from a nurse who had
advised him that a relative, possibly| jhad phoned
regarding KING. That information came to his attention on or
about 3/5/91.

reads the Los Angeles Times, but perhaps only
3-4 times per week. He added that he does not watch any
i news shows on television on a regular basis.
id not "keep tabs" of the investigation of the case in

the months that followed the incident.

Investigation on 5/7/92 at Los Angeles, Californidile# 44A-LA-119954 -—k‘#é

by
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!saw parts of the RODNEY KING trial on
television. € said he saw part of KOONS’ testimony, none of
POWELL’s testimony, and saw only news show accounts of BRISENO’s
testimony. He said that he does not recall seeing any
information regarding comments made by police. He said that he
heard of someone saying that his patient may have been on "PCP",

and he said that the comment was not surprising to him.

said that there was nothing in his memory to
"sway" his judgment of the facts regarding his knowledge of this
matter. said that there was no information learned by
him, regaru:ng—tnEJofficers’ versions of the events, which would
"alter" his account of the incident.

said that he has not read the "CHRISTOPHER

COMMISSION™ reporec.
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California Highway Patrol (CHP),
Officer, was contacted at her attorney’s office, 11845 West

Olympic Boulevard, Suite 1000, Los Angeles, California. telephone

number (213)444-5959, by Special Agent (

and Department of Justice (DOJ) Attorney [SINGER
interviewed in the presence of her attorney,
and advised that she can only be reached through KLEIN.
After being advised of the official identities of the
interviewing officials and the nature of the investigation, she
provided the following information:

was advised she is not a target of this
investigation. | advised she read some articles about the
KING case in the Los Angeles Times newspaper, but she did not
read the article which contained the Los_Angeles Police
Department (LAPD) Officers’ statements. said she did not
like to read about the KING arrest.

said she was interviewed by the LAPD, Internal
Affairs Division (IAD). She believes she may have been told what
Sergeant KOON’s statement contained. She recalls seeing the IAD
interviewer reviewing a_thick black book and individual pages
were in plagtic covers. was not sure what the book
contained. recalls heina interviewed by | land
First Name Unknﬁff ffﬁ?) She knows this Interview was
tape recorded. has also interviewed by LAPD,
Robbery/Homicide Division (RHD)| |in
the presence of CHP| | This interview was not
tape recorded. It was conducted on March 6, 1991 around
midnight. She remembered that her statements were misquoted
because they took notes.

was interviewed by CHP Chief CARLSON and

l This interview was a mandatory,

compelled interview and no LAPD Officers’ statements were used
during this interview.

Investigation on 5/8/92 at T.,os Angeles, Californid&ie# 44A-LA-119954 ”‘k"/ﬁ

by

SA Datedictated 5/12/92
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said she does not have independent contacts with
any LAPD OFficers. She has never discussed this case with any

Officers other than

watched the majority of the trial on Channel 11
FOX television. id not read the "Christopher Commission
Report",. I—Id

advised that any LAPD Officer’s statement she
may have read, saw or heard did not affect her testimony or
reCOIIeCtiEf:ffffr the RODNEY KING arrest on March 3, 1991. The

statements has made and her testimony in the state trial
were based on her memory of the event and in no way prompted her
to testify.
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California Highway Patrol (CHP), Officer,

|and Special Agent (SA)
I interviewed in the presence of his

atcorney, who advised[ — lcan onily be
contacted through him at telephone number or

| | thereafter provided the following
NIormacion:

[:::::::]waq advised he is not a target or a subject of

the investigation. said he has been interviewed by the
Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD), Robbery/Homicide Division

(RHD) and Internal Affairs Division (IAD).

said he does

not recall ever being presented with stateg f the LAPD
Officers accused of beating RODNEY KING. does not have
any independent contact with any LAPD Officers.

daily.

reads the Los Angeles Times newspaper almost
He probably read the article which contained the LAPD

Officer’s ents, but he does not recall the content of the
article. did not read the "Christopher Commission

Report".

He did read conclusions of that report which appeared

in the newspaper. He does not recall reading any references in
that report to the RODNEY KING case regarding the LAPD Officers.

| said he did not watch the KING trial on b6
television because he was working. He only saw recaps of the b7C
trial on the news in the evenings.

arrest

was interviewed by CHP personnel after the KING
on March 3, 1992. CHP personnel did not use the LAPD

Officer’s statements when questioning him about the incident.

The I.0s

Angeles Unified School District Police also interviewed
at the Glendale CHP Office. That interview was tape

recorded by both the CHP and the School District Police. He was
not exposed to LAPD Officer’s statements in that interview.

Investigation on

>

5/8/92 at_T.os Angeles, Californidile# 4AA—LA—119954”k‘Ub
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said his memory of RODNEY KING’s arrest is his
t been influenced by anything he has read, seen,
or heard about the case since it happened.
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representing RODNEY KTNG
one numper (orfice) (310)Tg2;§15§‘_naggr]number| |
and home telephone number was interviewed at
e

nited States Attorney’s Office in the presence of hs client
RODNEY KING by Special Agent (SAﬂ and

Department of Justice (DOJ) Attorney After being
advised of the official identities or Tme ImtervIiewers and the
nature of the investigation. provided the following
information:

advised that he has deliberately kept RODNEY
KING from exposure to the media.[______ |said KING has done one
interview on May 1, 1992 to call for peace. The interview took

place at law office and the only discussion was the
rioting, and not the beating case. The intervi s tape
recorded by the Los Angeles Times as well as b thus the
content and questions were extremely controlled. said he

deliberately does not inform KING of the newspaper account of the
Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) Officer’s explanations for
their actions during his arrest. advised that KING has
suffered a short term memory loss due to his injuries and he has
a difficult time concentrating.

Investigationon  §/12 /92 a_Tos Angeles, Californiaile# 44A-TA-119954 ’k" ‘/‘

by SA Datedictated 5/12/92
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|
|
} I |phone zgc
| was 1ncerviewed ATS0o present was Assiscant United
{ States Attorney (AUSA) who condncited the
interview. Also in attendance was| an attorney
representing the interests oﬂ | Pacifica
Hospital. provided the following information:

currently works on a per diem basis, as a
registered nurse (RN), at Tarzana Hospital. Officially, he is
also employed by Pacifica Hospital, | |

| | He has been
employed at Paclflca since October|] |

first contact with RODNEY KING was at about
1:30 am, on 3/3/91, at Pacifica, where he was the main RN on the
shift. He was with KING for about 2 hours, and he said that KING
was later transported to the University of Southern California -
Los Angeles County Medical Center.

did not see KING again until the following
Wednesday, wnen he first saw the video of the incident on
television.

was subpoenaed on 3/11/91 to testify at a hearing
on 3/12/91, regarding this matter.

b6
is not a regular reader of the Los Angeles Times, b7C

nor does he regularly watch television news shows. He said that
he watched a summary of POWELL’s testimony, as he had heard that
POWELL called him[__ ]a "liar". [ 1did not see the

testimony of either KOON or BRISENO. In addition, he said that

he did not know e respective officers’ accounts of the
3/3/92 incident. heard POWELL say, on television, that he
was "afraid for his life". He also was aware that BRISENO had

"turned" on the other officers.

Investigationon 5/12/92 at Woodland Hills, Ca. File # 44A—LA-119954~¥=ﬁ%

by SA Date dictated 5/14/92
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said that he had recognized POWELL and WIND from
previous visits to Pacifica. He said that he believed POWELL to
have brought other injured persons to the hospital, prior to
3/3/91.

said that on 3/3/91, both POWELL and WIND
commented that KING had resisted arrest. During his examination
of KING, he observed what appeared to be a "boot mark" on KING’s
chest. In addition, he said that there were "taser" darts on the
back of KING’s claothing. He added that the doctor on_dntv that
night, had refused to see or treat KING. has
maintained his nurses notes of that evening.

as contacted sometime after the incident by a
representative of the Valley Daily News, asking him to
corroborate information they had about the taser guns.
said that the information was originally provided by ancther
employee of the hospital.

has not read the CHRISTOPHER Commission report.
He said that he has learned nothing since the incident which
would affect his recollection.

provided his date of birth as and SSAN

as
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. a CALIFORNTA HIGHWAY PATROL (CHP)
Officer Tor Tthe pas having voluntarily appeared
at the office of UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, Central District of
California, 150 North Spring, Los Angeles, California, was made
aware of the official identity of the interviewing Agent.,

The in the presence i rvisor, [
CHP along with his attorney,
a Deputy Attorney General wi e state of Cali

was made aware of the nature of the investigation, which involved
allegations of misconduct in the arrest of RODNEY KING. Also

present during the interview, and directj s
the DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ) Attorney

At the outset, DOJ Attorney [ |explained that
prosecutive decisions had not been made in this case, and that
the investigation was ongoing on the Federal level.
indicated that he had a limited involvement in the KING matter,

and that he was accompanied by his partner | | when
they made some limited observations at the arrest in question.

| indicated that he viewed the video of the KING
arrest, and alleged beating, on television. Further, in the
LOS ANGELES TIMES, he read some accounts of the arrest and
incident. He indicated that he did not monitor newspaper and
television reporting of the arrest, and did not have the details
regarding the incident from the media. While he did have some
information which he was exposed to by reporting in the various
forms of the media, he was cautioned by his supervisors not to
discuss the case in any manner, and to limit his exposure to any
outside impressions he may have of the incident in question.
He followed that instruction and acted accordingly.

At trial, he testified exclusively based on his limited
observations at the scene. While he has heard of the Christopher
Commission Report, he did not read the report.

He did not view the trial, locally, of the off@cgrs
charged with misconduct in this case, and he only saw limited,
succinct summaries of the trial on the evening news.

[:::;;::ﬁndicated that he was not anxious to testify in
the above matter, and that he did so after being placed under

subpoena.
Investigationon 5/12/92 at _Los Angeles, California Fie# 44A-119954’%;'&a
by SA Date dictated 5/14/92
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. By way of background, voluntarily more fully
[;::f;Tfled himself as having mployee Identification Number
a

and as being currently a551gned at 2130 Windsor Avenue,
ena, California. He provided his work telephone number as
(818) 794-0304.

In conclusion of the 1nterv1ew, indlcated that he
was completely unfamlllar with the officers™ version of what
happened in the arrest in question, and he indicated that he
neither sought to find out what their story was, nor was their
story disclosed to him by the media or any of his fellow
law~-enforcement officers.
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' | a Clerk Typist with the BUREAU OF
ENGINEERING, having been contacted at her place of work at

600 South Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, was made aware
of the official identity of the interviewing Agent, and informed
that the information she provided would relate to allegations of
misconduct in the arrest of RODNEY KING. Thereaftgx. in the
presence of DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ) attorney

who directed the interview, provided the following
information: :

At the outset, DOJ Attorney[::::::]indicated that
a Federal investigation was ongoing in this matter, and that
prosecutive decisions had not been made as to the i ,
a Federal prosecution in this KING case. Further,i
indicated that she stood by the record in her prev L mony
in this matter. She further indicated that she had provided the
statements to 1OS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT's (LAPD's) Internal

Affairs Section; to the District Attorney; and to the FEDERAL
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI).

indicated that the structure of all previous
interviews had been to ask what she remembered about the
incident, and to this limited her answers very much to
her observations and what she recalled of the incident.

While she kept up with newspaper and television
reporting to some extent, she was unfamiliar with, and unaware
of, the officers' version or views of the incident in question.
To the question of whether she had read the Christoper Commission
Report, she responded that she had not.

Further, she maintained that her testimony was
completely beyond the influence of media coverage, particularly
a reporting by newspapers or television and, again, she
emphasized that she had a very strong memory of what she saw,
and she only disclosed information about what she saw.

indicated that she fully cooperated in this
matter, and fully disclosed what she could reliably recall;
however, she felt a duty to do this after being placed under
subpoena.

more fully identified herself:

Investigationon 5/12/92 at LoOS Angeles P California File# 44A-119954 —L'.gb

by
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Date of Birth: [ |
Occupation: ‘ _Clerk Tvpist

Home Address:

Home Telephone:

At the conclusion of the interview,| hndicated
that her husband, while he does not speak English, will be
available to disclose what he knows of the incident in question.
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1
phone was 1interviewed at her
employment,| |
phone | | Also present, and conducting the interview

was Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)
[:::::]provided the following information:

On the night of the incident, she was in her apartment,
and she heard sirens. She said that she watched most_of the
incident from her balcony, which she estimated to be| |
from the site of the incident. She said that when she went to
the balcony, the KING car had just driven to the site where it
was stopped. She advised that she wears glasses, and that she
was wearing glasses while watching the incident. She said that
KING "hesitated" to get out of the car. She added that KING
appeared to be complying with the officers’ commands. [;::;;:Faid
that she heard officers talking to KING. She also heard officers
"laughing". She said that she cried while watching the incident,
and she believes the force used was excessive.

said that she watched the video of the incident
on television and that she followed the hearings on TV. She did
not read any accounts of the incident, except one article about
her, which appeared about 3 weeks before the trial. She said
that she watches the nightly news occasionally.[:::::]has never
read the CHRISTOPHER Commission Report.

watched "bits and pieces" of POWELL’s and
BRISENO’s respective testimonies, and saw some witnesses.

was subpoenaed to testify at the trial, but was
not called to testify. She said that she had been updated on the
events, since she was to testify. However, she knew nothing of
the defense strategy to be used by any of the defendants prior to
the trial. She had advised the district attorney that she did
not remember everything.
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said that the opening statements from the

defendants’ respective attorneys were all she knew of the matter.
She added that nothing happened at the trial which would alter

her opinion of the incident.

Also, she has learned nothing prior

to the trial which would affect her recollection of the incident.

| |nrnvidpd

SSAN as

her date of birth as

and her
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| | | (PROTECT), dob | |
|

| | was interviewed at the United States Attorney’s Office

in the presence of lby sa | | b6
and DOJ Attorney| H advised that b7C
can only be contacted through him and he provided b7D

the following numbers: [ |
[ ~ | After being advised of the official
identities of the interviewers and the nature of the
investigation,[  |provided the following information:

b7D
Investigationon  5-12-92 at_Los Angeles, Californidile# 44A-LA-119954-F¥8Q&K
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havi cted telephonically at
her residénce telephone at was made aware of the

official identity of the interviewing agent and nature of the

investigation. T r, DOJ Attorney | |directed
the interview and voluntarily provided information
regarding the arrest of RODNEY KING:

At the outset, she was informed that the federal
investigation of the KING case was ongoing and that prosecutive
decisions had not been made. In her previous contacts with the
Federal Bureau of Investigation(FBI), the Internal Affairs
Section of the LA Police Department, and as the criminal case
moved along, she was unaware of the officers position in the case
or their account of the pertinent events in this case of alleged
misconduct. Further, in none of the previous contacts mentioned
above, did the local or federal people disclose their case or the
officers’ account of the relevant events. Her memory of the
incident has not been influenced by what she saw on TV. or by
other reporting through the media.

She watched the trial of the officers almost every day;
however, nothing she viewed altered her memory or in any wa
influenced her own account of what she saw. Further, as
certain that her own account of the incident was unchanged by the
reporting on TV, newspaper, or the Christopher Commission Report;
she noted that she did not see the Christopher Commission Report.

voluntarily and fully cooperated in her contacts
with law enforcement; however, she did no seek out those people
and they approached her to get her account of the incident.

_lis more fully described with background data she
furnished:
DOB: POB:
(telephonically) ,
Investigation on 5/13/92 at_T.os Angeles, Californidile# 44A-LA-119954'kﬂ5€§
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| |phone' |
SWed. SO0 present was Assistant United

States Attorney| | who conducted the interview, and

[ |provided the
following information:

:eurrentﬁLmﬂdaLaLtthmd_addmas_h ut at
the time of the incident, Oon
3/3/91, at about midnight, he heard a helicopter, which awakened
him, and he walked to
| | from the incident site. He said that
he watched the police beat RODNEY KING, who was on the ground.

He stayed until an ambulance arrived, and he noticed that KING
had been "hog tied".

|said that he did see the video of the incident.
He estimated that he saw, in person, the last 3/4 of the film.
He first saw the video about 2 nights after the incident. He

added that he knew that someone named also took a video of
the incident. He said that i i

development. Also, there was who
also witnessed the incid thlnksl |also Iives on the
property and he recalledi saying ey could be doing it to
me",

said that the other passengers of KING’s car
were takem rrom the immediate area of the beating site and their
respective views were hampered by the police cars and the
officers themselves.

said that he reads the Los Angeles Times 2-3
times per wWeek. id that he did not follow the events of the
case regularly. [ff:fiijwatched the trial on television and saw
most of the testiImony of the respective officers. did not
know the officers’ accounts of the incident prior to the trial.
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said that he has learned nothing since the

incident which would affect his recollection or influence his

opinion

of the incident.

in his opinion, believes that

the "hog tying", and waitIng around by the police seemed like a
them (police). He added that the police did not appear
to make an effort to help KING after the beating.

game to

SSAN as

|nrov1’ ded his

said that he has not read the CHRISTOPHER
Commissi®mM REport.

date of birth as I:l, and his
is currently unemployed.
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-vhone I—
was present during the interview of
| | [ advised that he was ndot—a WITNESS TO the
3/3/91 beating of RODNEY KING. He said that all he knows of the
l incident is what has been told to him, or what he has seen on
| television.
\
|
|
Investigation on 5/13/92 a Lakeview Terrace, Ca. Fie# 44A—LA—119954/k425;
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5/15/92
b6
| | | phone was b7C
| \1so present was Assistant UnrteEg States attorney
who conducted the interview. provided the
‘ following information:
‘ said that he was not a witness to the KING
| beating. He said that he was interviewed by the District
Attorney’s office regarding an incident involving]| |
|
b6
b7C

did not follow the events of the case or the
trial. He said that he reads the Daily News regularly and
watches television news shows regularly. He said that has not
read the CHRISTOPHER Commission report, nor was he aware of the
officers’ accounts of the incident prior to the trial.

| Iorovided his _date of birth 'sl |and his SSAN

asl is a attending

Ca. File# 44A-LA-119954'¥¥5 ;
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b6
phone b7C

was_interviewed lso present was Assistant United States
ATTOrnhey who conducted the interview.
provided Tne TOITOWINg Information:

b6
b7C

is al and he has lived
at the stated residence for | On 3/3/91, he was
[ | his complex, he
saw the flashing lights and the helicopter. He saw KING, who was

out of the car, bein% beaten. id not hear any laughter or

any racial slurs. impr was that KING was not trying
to comply; only to try to stop the beating. He added that he
believed the force was excessive because of the number of
officers present, and because KING was on the ground.

does not read the Los Angeles Times, but he does
read the-parry News. He does watch television news shows
regularly. He said that he did read the CHRISTOPHER Commission
Report, but not the part about RODNEY KING.

E;;;;:watched the trial on television, and saw all of
the defen testify. He said that he thought BRISENO would
use the defense he did because of the apparent gestures made by
him to try and stop the beating. He added that the he assumed
the others’ defenses, based upon his law enforcement experience.
He said, however, that he had no knowledge of the planned
defenses of any of the defendants prior to the trial. He said
that he saw no news articles which discussed the defendants’
accounts of the incident.

[::;;]said that nothing he has learned since the b6
incident wou affect his recollection of the events. b7C

|said that he was subpoenaed to testify at the

trial, b never called upon to do so.

[ | provided his date of birth as and his

SSAN as
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| | bé
phone| | wag _interviewed. Also present were Assistant b7C
United States Attorne who conducted the
interview, and |representing the
interests of Pacifica Hospital. provided the following
information:
has been employed as an emergency room nurse at
Pacifica for thel | on 3/3/91, she was working her
KING arrived at the hospital. She was the first staff member to
see him, and she accompanied him from the ambulance to the
emergency room. She spent from 30 - 45 minutes with KING.
did not see KING in person again until she
appeared at a motions hearing regarding the matter.
| is not a regular reader of the Los Angeles b6
Times. She does watch television news shows and she did follow b7c

the events of the case. did not read the CHRISTOPHER
Commission Report.

[:::::::]saw "excerpts" of the trial, including some of
POWELL and KOON, and one of the commanders. She saw none of
BRISENO’s testimony.

was unaware of the officers’ planned defenses
prior to the trial. She said that the officers’ accounts of the
incident do not change her recollection of the events in which
she was involved. She said that she has a clear memory of the
events. [ ]said that nothing learned by her prior to the
trial would affect her recollection of the events.

[ |is also a and b6

also| b7cC
[ AT Ner SSAN IS

Investigation on 5/13/92 at Ca. Fie# 44A-1L.A-119954 ~ k"
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| | aon[~——Jssan [ lnavipg
been contacted at her residence telephonically, a

L‘f | was made aware
of the official identity of the interviewing agent and nature of
the investigation. Thereafter, she voluntarily provided
information regarding her involvement in witnessing the arrest of
RODNEY KING. DOJ Attorney | directed the interview
which was done by conference call.

At the outset, [::::::kas made aware of an ongoing
federal investigation of the KING case and informed that
prosecutive decisions had not been made. indicated that
she was always approached by law enforcement as this case was
developed and that she did not initiate contacts with Internal
Affairs, the District Attorney or with the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI). In all of the above-mentioned contacts,

disclosed what she saw and she was not provided the
efendant-officers’ account of events in those contacts with law
enforcement.

While she sometimes watched TV reporting of the case,
she generally ignored the trial testimony except where it
involved medical testimony. She believed she saw some of the
officers’ testimony but it was not significant in her memory.
Before trial, she had no idea of what the officers would say had
occurred.

(telephonically) .J’
Investigation on 5/13/92 at Los Angeles, Californi&ile# 44A-LA-119954 \'%{
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a registered nurse with USC County
Hospital, having been contacted at her place of work on the jail
ward of the Hospital, 13th floor, was made aware of the official
identity of the interviewing agent and nature of the
investigation. Thereafter, she provided the following
information relating to medical services provided RODNEY KING.
Department of Justice (DOJ) Attorney directed the
interview which is as follows:

The interview commenced with DOJ Attorney
explaining that the federal investigation of the KING Tase wa
ongoing and that prosecutive decisions had not been made in this
matter.

was unaware of what the officers’ position or

account of the KING arrest had been prior to trial and she still
has no knowledge of their story. She indicated that her memory
of the case is her own. Particularly, her memory and prospective
testimony is unchanged by media reporting of the case. She did

not read the Christopher Commission Report and is unfamiliar with

its contents. While she may have glanced at part of the trial,
she dos not remember it from TV. She rarely reads the LOS
ANGELES TIMES and did not read of the case in that paper.

She did not initiate contact with anyone involved in
investigating the case; they approached her.

is more fully identified:

DOB:
Work: REglsterea Nurse
County USC Medical Center
State Street, Los Angeles,
Calif.
Work Telephone: (310) 226-4567
Investigation on 5/14/92 Loos Angeles, California  File# 44A—LA-119954'k”§569
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a registered nurse, having been
contacted at her place of employment at County USC Medical, 1200
N. State ST., Los Angeles, California, was made aware of the
official identity of the interviewing agent and nature of the
investigation. Thereafter, in the presence of Department of
Justice Attorney who directed the interview, she
voluntarily provided information regarding medical services
provided to RODNEY KING.

For the past[::::::]she has been in her current job
with the hospital. She was made aware of an ongoing federal
investigation of the KING case. She was approached by the
District Attorney office and the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and fully cooperated in the investigation; however, she did not
initiate any contacts with law enforcement in this matter.

She testified based on her own memory of the pertinent
records in the case and her testimony and account of the events
have been and remain unchanged by media reporting on the TV and
otherwise. Further, rumor and other discussion of the case has
left no impression on her memory of the case. She rarely reads
the LA TIMES and read no reporting of the case in gquestion.

indicated that she did not read the
Christopher Commission Report. In previous interviews,
was only asked questions relating to medical services provided to
KING and nothing was disclosed by questioners about the case
including the officers’account of the arrest.

provided her DOB as and indicated she
is available for contact through her work telephone.
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b6
Special Agent, Federal Bureau of b7C

rlnyestiaatian__Los Angeles Division was interviewed

and Department of Justice Attorneyl ]
| was advised of the specific nature of the
information sought, which was the extent of his exposure to the
compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police Officers after

the RODNEY KING arrest, and he provided the following
information:

| |reads the LOS ANGELES TIMES newspaper, but he
does not recall reading compelled statements by officers. He did
not read the Christopher Commission Report. | saw very
little of the trial when Channel 11, FOX station was televising
it. He did not recall any specific quote contributed to any
officer. knows generally that the officers are saying
they felt they were using reasonable force against KING
considering the circumstances. He learned this from nightly
summaries of the trial televised on the evening news reports.
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Special Agent, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, lLos Angeles Division, was interview A
H d Department of Justice Attorney
was advised of the specific nature of the
information sought, which was the extent of her exposure to the
compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police Officers after

the RODNEY KING arrest, and he provided the following

information: b6
b7C

reads the LOS ANGELES TIMES newspaper, but he
does not recall reading officers’ compelled statements.

did not read the Christopher Commission Report. | ladvised
he saw the summation of the trial on television, and he does not
recall any fficers’ statements mentioned during that
summation. learned the officers’ side of the story
through Officer Powell’s defense attorney, which is that Powell
was afraid of KING and that KING would not comply to be arrested.
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| Special Agent, Federal Bureau of

Investigation, 1.os Angeles Division was interviewed bhv SA
hnd Department of Justice Attorney

I‘DEBThsEl.I [wvas advised of the specific naturzof the

information sought, which was the extent of his exposure to the

compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police officers after

the RODNEY KING arrest, and he provided the following
information:

hoes not read the LOS ANGELES TIMES
newspaper, he did not read the Christopher Commission report, he
saw part of Officer BRISENO’S testimony during the state trial on
television. He has not read the officer’s compelled statements.
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Special Agent, Federal Bureau of

rlnyestiﬂatinn__ﬁos Angeles Division, was interviewed by SA
d Department of Justice AttorneyW[::ﬁ:;g
a.nlwas advised of the specific nature o e
information sought, which was the extent of her exposure to the
compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police officers after
the RODNEY KING arrest, and she provided the following
information:

[::::;:;]moved to the Los Angeles area approximately one
month ago, an er knowledge of the RODNEY KING investigation is
limited. She has not read any articles in the LOS ANGELES TIMES

newspaper, she did not see any of the state trial on te1e:z.1.s:.s:.n..._____I

and she did not read the Christopher Commission report.

advised she saw excerpts of the video tape and heard summaries of

the case on the nightly news. said she did not know
anything about the officers’ compelled statements.
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Special Agent, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Tos Angeles Division was interviewed bf SA

and Department of Justice Attorne
as advised of the specific nature of the
information sought, which was the extent of his exposure to the
compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police officers after
the RODNEY KING arrest, and he provided the following
information:

advised he does not read the LOS_ANGELES TIMES
news and he did not read the Christopher Commission Report.
watched part of Officer BRISENO’S testimony during the
state trial which was televised on FOX Channel 11. Baid
he learned the officers’ version of the KING arrest by watching
the evening news reports. [;::;:;:f]could not recall any of the
officers’ specific compelléd statements, but has a general idea
that their story differs from that of RODNEY KING.

7
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bé

Special Agent, Federal Bureau of b7C

i S Angeles Division was interviewed by SA
| nd Department of Justice Attorney

was advised of the specific nature of the

information sought, which was the extent of his exposure to the
compelled statements made by Los Angeles Police Officers after
the RODNEY KING arrest, and he provided the following

information:

reads the LOS ANGELES TIME paper, but he does
not recall reading compelled statements.

followed the state

trial of the officers mainly in the evening news on television.
This is how he learned generally of the officers’ version of the
KING arrest. did not read the Christopher Commission
Report. He was unable to watch trial coverage on television, FOX
Channel 11 because he was at work during the time it was

televised.
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[ phone

Theé 1Interview was conducted via conre

neys. The attorneys were
representing the interests of Pacifica Hospital, an
emplover of the doctor. Assistant United States attorney

conducted the interview. |provided th

ToITowing information:

On the night of the incident involving RODNEY KING, he
treated KING at Pacifica Hospital. He stabilized KING and gave
him some stitches. He said that he saw the patient, KING, for
about 15 minutes.

had not seen KING prior to the incident, nor has
he seen hrm—=Tmce that time. He said that his only recall of the
patient was in the emergency room.

watched the investigation, leading up to the
trial, on television "once in a while". He said that he reads
the Los Angeles Times regularly, and he watches televison news
shows regularly. He said, however, that he did not watch the
trial on a regular basis. He added that he did not see the
respective testimonies of officers POWELL, KOON, or BRISENO.

said that he read about his own testimony at the trial.

has not read the CHRISTOPHER Commission report.

did not know the officers’ versions of the
incident prior to the trial. He said that his memory of the time
he spent with KING is good. has learned nothing since the
incident which would affect INTE Tecollection of his participation
in this matter.

| lorovided his date of birth as | and
his SSAN 3s He added that his home phone number is

(telephonically)

b6
b7C
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, a paramedic assigned to the #81_Fi
18-989-8681, was interviewed. Also present wasl |
a Department of Justice attorney, who conducted the
interview. provided the following information:

was previously interviewed by the FBI 6-8 months
ago. She was also interviewed by the Los Angeles police Robbery-
Homicide and Internal Affairs divisions. During all previous
interviews, she asked only to tell what she saw and/or heard
during the incident. She was not told of statements made by
others, and she was not asked to corroborate any information.

watched the trial "fairly regularly". She saw
some of the testimony of the respective officers. She said that
she reads The Daily News, but did not read about the officers’
accounts of the incident. She first heard of the officers’
versions while watching the trial. She did not read the
CHRISTOPHER Commission Report.

has learned nothing since the incident to change
her knowledge of what she saw at the incident. She added that
the publicity associated with this matter has not influenced her
recollection of the incident.

| Hprovided her date of hirth asl| | her SSAN

as and a pager number as
Investigation on 5/20/92 at 1,os Angeles, Ca. File# 44A-LA-119954 "L'%
by SA Datedictated 5/21/92
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| |Los Angeles Fire Department b6
(LAFD) , Firehouse #98, 13035 Van Nuys Blvd., Pacoima, California, b7cC
hone 818-989-8698, was interviewed. Also present was |
| a Department of Justice attorney, who conducte
interview. provided the following information:
has been a firefighter since| | and
has been an "engineer" since[:i:]. He is currently assigned to

the "B" shift.

said that he has been previously interviewed by
the FBI, by Los Angeles police from both the Internal Affairs and
Robbery-Homicide divisions, and possibly by the district
attorney’s office. During those interviews, he was not told of
information provided by other witnesses to the incident. He was
not provided with the officers’ versions of the incident during
previous interviews. He said that he was asked if he heard any
"racial" slurs while he was at the scene.

[:::::::]éaid that he kept up with the case, and saw
some of the officers’ trial testimony. He said that he was
unaware of any of the officers’ versions of the incident prior to
the actual trial. He said that his knowledge of the events was
mainly from television, and comments made by other firefighters
at the station, which they got from newspapers. He specified
that he heard from a co-worker about BRISENO turning on the other
officers at the trial.

said that he has not read the CHRISTOPHER

Commission Report.
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said that he arrived at the scene after the
incident. At the scene, he did not leave the fire engine, and
was advised that a rescue unit was needed, which was there. He
said that he was told by either a firefighter or a police officer
at the scene, that the patient was on "angel dust". At the time,
he assumed the condition of the patient was attributed to his
behavior while on the drug. He added that the media did not
suggest to him that drugs were involved. However, he did say
that the media "may have" influenced his opinion of this
incident.

said that he has learned nothing since the
incident which would affect his recollection of his participation
in this matter.

provided his date of birth as| | his
SSAN as and his home phone as He
added tha e rire station has a private pnone ag 8I8=899-9939.
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| | having been contacted at the

| |Was made aware of the official
Interviewing agent and nature of the inquiry.

Thereafter, she voluntarily provied the following information:

[;;;;;]does not read the LOS ANGELES TIMES or watch TV
accounts o e KING case. Since the day of the arrest in
question, she has bee re of reporting on the television or
otherwise in papers. |has not read the CHRISTOPHER
Commission Report.

While she may have viewed some of the television
reporting of the trial, her memory of the pertinent events are
unchanged due to what she saw on television.

No one involved in the investigation, either on the
federal or local level, have disclosed information regarding the
case to her[ | Further, they initiated contact with her and
she did not approach anyone to volunteer information.

(telephonically) F qu
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| |was contacted at

A4

sal

and Department of Justice Attorney|

I_

[was

advised of the identities of the interviewing officials and that
he was being contacted to provide preliminary information
He advised the following:

| |said he is currently a

relative to this case.

is a

KING arres

|ar

C from |

Id he witnessed the RODNEY

J]on 3-3-91.

newspape

He does not read the newspaper in Span
He did not read the Christopher Con
watch trial coverage on television,
the KING case from the nightly news.
the officers’ explanations about the arrest.
interviewed by detectives of the Los Angeles

names unrecalled.

advised he does not read the LOS ANGELES TIMES

ish

either.

Report.

Hid not

said he Iearned about
He has not read or heard

This interview was conducted in Spanish.

NAME

DOB

POB
NATIONALITY
SEX

HEIGHT
WEIGHT
HAIR

EYES
ADDRESS

HOME TEL#
CA DL #

is described as follows:

said he was

PoIice Department,

5-2

Investigation on

0-92 at

San Jose,

CA

Fie# 44A-L1A-119954 ,“LJ%?‘

by SA

Date dictated

5-25-92

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

bé
b7C

b6
b7C




® ®

FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-82)

-1-
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

5-25-92

Date of transcription

I dob was[gnntagted_ar____1
[in san Jose, CA by SA

|and Department of Justice Attorney| |
~was advised of the identities of the interviewing officials and

that he was being contacted to provide preliminary information
relative to this case. He advised the following:

r____[:::::lsaid_hg_is_an_Tnemp1oyed construction worker. He
is a and he witnessed e RODNEY KING

arrest from | |[on the night of 3-3-91. said he

does not read English, and therefore he not EUbsScribe to or bs
read the LOS ANGELES TIMES newspaper. ;:fffj'has never heard of b7C
the Christoper Commission Report. He does not read the newspaper

in Spanish. He does not watch television, and thus did not watch
any of the trial coverage in April 1992. said he saw parts
of the video taped beating of KING when he saw portions of the
news last year after the event took place.

said he was interviewed by Los Angeles Police
Department Detectives, names unrecalled. They asked him
questions about what happened and what he saw. They did not ask
him to agree or disagree with other accounts of the incident.

as also interviewed by KING’S attorney.
wife translated for KING’S attoriey ourrmg s
interview with

This interview was conducted in Spanish.

is described as follows:

NAME

DOB

POB
NATIONALITY
SEX

HEIGHT
WEIGHT

HAIR
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b6
An was contacted at b7c
bv SA — ]
and Department of Justice Attorney| _ was
advised of the identities of the interviewing officials and that

he was being contacted to provide preliminary information
relative to this case. He advised the following:

| |said he is currently a |

| cA. He is al |
|

1N the Los Angeles area on 5-3-91. He saw the RODNEY KING arrestc
when L

| |advised he does not read English. He said he
does not have time to read the newspaper in English or in Spanish
since he works so many hours. has not read the
Christopher Commission’s Report. does not have time to
watch television, and therefore & oI MoOT view the trial of the
Los Angeles Police Officers.

[::::::::]recalls being interviewed by Detectives of the bé
Los Angeles Police Department after the arrest of RODNEY KING. b7C
He recalls being asked what he saw and what he remembered about
the arrest. He said he was not asked to agree or disagree with
any account of the event, but only what he witnessed. |
had business cards of other individuals who interviewed him

and showed them to the Agent. The two cards were of| |
| and of |
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